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A new commandmen, I give unto you, That ye love one another, as I have loved you—JOHN xxiii. 34. 
FROM THE OUNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. that every arg: in the universe shalllsame sentence? This phrase, * and 
worship Christ with spiritual and di-lall that are in them,” instead of modi- 
cro MOSES STUART, vine worship. What couid a Univer- fyi ing the word ev ery, seems to express 


Associate Professor of Sacred Literature|salist wish you to prove more? But as}with the more certainty the universal 
in Theol gical Se monary, at Andover. |vou profess your belief in the eternaljsense in which it ought to be under- 





No. If. punishment of many, you must modify|stood. John, instead of qualifying 
es ye second text which youjor explain the words e€ very and all to|what he had just said, rather adc Is 


nuoted, in the paragraph quoted from{/mean only some. Let us examine this|something to strengthen and confirm it. 
vour letters to Mr. € has ANNING, and on/matter and see how these words ought But understanding the words e\ very 
which I wished to make my remarks,/{to be understood. and all, as only meaning some, let us 
is Rev. v. 8—14. To this text and] I think it will be frankly conceded,|see what follows? It makes John in- 
vour comments on it T shall now turn] Ithat if any difficulties pre ssed in limit-|f rm us twice In the compass of one 
vour attention. Tlaving quote d alii iy the word every in the former pas-|sentence that some beings in the unl- 
i” the above passage In my firstisage, the same diffu! Ities press tn|verse worship Christ. Does John th 

letter, T shall here only transcribe|limiting the words every and ail, here | Use all this glowing langu: Be, for no 
: t3th; “ And every creature Le us see how limiting these words to|other purpose but to tell us twice, that 


ich is in heaven, and on the earth,|see would suit in this passage.—!some persone in the universe are to 


and under the earth, and suchas are “* And some creature which is in he: A= /Vs orship him? After sp ecifying all 
in the sea, and all that are in them,jven, and on the earth, and under the |parte of the universe, after telling us 
heard I saving, blessing, and honour,jearth, and such as are in the sea, a nd every creature in them, yea after add- 
and vlory. and power, be unto him that!some that are in them heard I saying,jing, “and all that are in them,” are 


sitteth upon the throne, and unto the!&e.” Are we then to understand that]we only to understand, that some in 











lamb forever and ever.” Let it not/some only in heaven are to worship| heaven, earth, and under the earth, 
be forgotten, sir, that you have told us| Jesus: ut, I presume here, as in the|and i in the sea, shall render to him spi- 
in the paragraph quoted from your let- former elie re, you would give ghejritual and divine worship. It may be 
ters in my first comi.unication, t!) itiword everv its most extensive sense as SO, | but your candour will certain ly al- 
“things i. e. bein 4 in heaven, earth,!it respe cts creatures in heavy en, but itsjlow, that Rx. S language seems to 
and under the earth, is a common pe-llimited sense as It respects these onlconvey somewhat of a different idea. 
rephrasis for the universe.” [t cannotiearth and under the earth. Having! In your comments on this passage, vou 


come within the range of fair debate,iremarked on this existe rv mode of 1 ~— nothing to shew, that the words 
° | . <7 aN -)} ouch } ee } . 
t the same perepa rasis 1S CXpresse¢ diterpretation alre: ady, I pass this over.jey ery and all, « ght to be restricted to 
In thi > Verse as in rth; plans i}. 1( » thelit ought not £0 escape observation, some in the universe. 4 our object In 


passage on \ hich vou I give us this co m-|the it there seems to be something: ¢ said} quoting it did not lead vou to Say any 


bl OOedy 


- 


ment. If there be any difference it is, {in this text, which forbids this mode|thine about this. You juoted it to 
e , y | ’ ite e | =e rie } ¢ } } -- - 
that in this verse the pt eh is ex-lot Interpreting the words every an¢d{prove that spiritual and divine w orship 


i 
‘to Christ. But can we 


. . . : ' 

pressed more fully. Nor is any roomlall, It is this. After John says, * And)was render 
left for us to debate whether the WOre|e very creature whichis in heaven, and learn from the text wen more certality 
ship mentioned in this passage be s] i-jon earth, and under the earth, and that nr st is worshipped at all, than 
ritual and divine. You express vour-jsuch as are inthe s a,’ observe, sir, we can trom your i 5 ely that the 

Wf clearly and decidedly about this.Jhe adds, * dnd all that are in them.” ianiverse are the worshippers. Is it 
You sav, “if this be not spi iritasl wor-|John does not say, “and all that are myj:more certain from the text and vour 
ship, and if Christ be not the object of.” referring to heaven; no, but | ecomment, that the worship iS spiritual 
it here, Iam unable to produce aca e, says, “and all that are in dem,” re-'and divine, than that every creature in 
Where worship can be called spirituallferring to ail the places he had men-!heaven, on earth, under the earth, and 
and dis . ~The point then to be ex-|tioned, ven, earth, under the earth, suc N is are in the sea, and all that ar: 
amined is. how are we to understandland in the sea. Poes this lock likelinthem perform it. Mav I not then 

> } i . 

the words every and all which occur in'limiting the word every?) Or under-jreturn y our own comment on this }as- 
this passage. Understanding these/standimg both in a limited and UNI Ver-/ sage with the fuilow ing addition to it 
sords In a untversal sense. vou prove Isal sense the word every in the ve ry “Tt this be not spiritual worsi up anc! 
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if Christ be not the object of it here ; 
and also every creature which is in hea- 

ven, and on the earth, and under the 
ear th, and such as are in the sea, and 
all that are in them perform it, 1am un- 
able to produce a case where worship 
can be called spiritual and divine and 
wwhere the universe are said to be the 
worshippers.” The words marked you 
will easily perceive contain my addi-|i 
tion. I leave you to judge if it be not 
a very necessary addition to your com- 
ment, and is equally supported by the 
passage. By what process of reason- 
mg, and by what laws of interpretation 
can it be made fairly out from this pas- 
gage, that every creature in heaven 
worships Christ, which is only one part 
of the universe, and that in earth, un- 
der the earth, and in the sea, the other 
three parts of the same universe ; only 
some worship him? You are bound to 
explain why you limit the words every 
and ail applied to three parts of this 
universe, and give them in the very 
same passage an unlimited significa- 
tion when applied to one part of it. 

I am aware, that it may be said by 
you and others—“ Are there not many 
passages of scripture, which speak of 
everlasting punishment to the wicked, 
and what are these two, which seem to 
speak of universal salvation when laid 
in the balances with them?” I frankly 

admit this, but must say, there must 
be some way in which these opposite 
texts can be fairly reconciled. About 
nothing am I more certain than this, 
that one writer of scripture never con- 
tradicts another, or himself, when we 
” understand them. In your letters 
> Mr. Channing, you have told us, 
He we are not to adopt rules of inter- 
pretation for the purpose of saving the 
consistency of the inspired writers; 
that if by the fair rules of exegeses 
apparent contradictions cannot be re- 
conciled, the credit of the writer must 
go down. Suffer me also to remind 
you, that you have also asserted in 
your letters that the truth of any doc- 
trine, does not depend on the number 
of passages in which it is taught: That 
a law once promulgated, is not render- 
ed more true by its being many times 
repeated. Admitting all this, and I 
do not see how it can be controverted, 
let us simply apply it to the case be- 
fore us. If universal salvation be 
taught in the two passages on which I 
have been remarking, it is as true as 
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if it had been taught ina thousand. If 
there be indeed a palpable contradic- 
tion between these, and other texts, 
which speak of everlasting punishment 
of the wicked, there is no way left but 
to give up the credit of one or other 
of the writers. Persuaded as I am, 
that this contradiction has its origin, 
not in the inspired writers, but in my 
ignorance of the scriptures, I use all 
means to be better informed of their 
contents. On this account I have 
taken the liberty to address you for 
information, how you reconcile the 
paragraph quoted from your letters, 
with your belief in the endless punish- 
ment of any being in the universe of 
God. Certain I am, that you are in 
the possession of knowledge I have 
not, consistently to reconcile these two 
things— That the universe shall wor- 
ship Christ with spiritual and divine 
worship, yet many of the beings in this 
universe be eternally miserable. 
you are in possession of such informa- 
tion, be kind enough to communicate 
it, and be assured, that it will meet 
with profound attention from yours, 
respectfully, 
Aw InqQuiRER AFTER TRUTH. 
O 
For the Christian Messenger. 
“Tf I have spoken evil, bear witness of 
the evil.” 

The professors of Christianity have 
disputed about the duration of future 
punishment—some have gravely in- 
formed us that it never will end, whilst 
others limit it to such periods as best 
suit the theories they advocate; the 
path of the contest is strewed with 
flowers, and the touch of fancy gives 
birth to opinions, which, however 
splendid, have no reality. Future pu- 
nishment, like Point-no-Point, may be 
palmed on those unacquainted with 
the stream, but the wary traveller will 
smile at the deception, and expose the 
naked truth that there is no point in 
the question. ‘T. has called forth our 
idgas, and with all that talent for argu- 
ment so ably displayed, and that light 
which he can throw on subjects sus- 
ceptible of brilliancy, he has served to 
render the darkness of his tenets visi- 
ble, and his writings connected with 
the theme appear like the blasted oak 
when entwined about with the vines, 
which cannot hide its deformity. Re- 
specting his last essay we notice it as 
follows. 








~ 


For Matt. xxv. see page 140 in the 
dialogue.* 

For Jno. v. 28. &c. see page 120, yet 
unanswered. 

For Rom. vi. 7. &c. see page 116, 
If the Apostle did not know the truth 
he asserted, the dispute is between him 
and T. Concerning the recompense it 
has been shewn to be in the earth. T,. 
has not shewn by scripture that it is in 
any other place. 

Jno. viii. 21 (whichI think T. meant 
instead of xvill.) appears to relate to 
morai death; be that as it may, we are 
told that some of those very men alter. 
wards believed, and in v. 20, we read 
that they shall know “that I am he.” 

As to our reasoning, setting limits 
to happiness, we acknowledge that as 
a reward it will end with this life, but 
this does not say that the gift of God 
which is eternal life can ever end. 

Here closes our remarks on T., as he 
has asserted that Z. shall pass unnoti- 
ced by him. We appeal, however, to 
the candid, whether he has even main- 
tained his own ground, and whether 
his pen has not stopped because his 
ideas are confused on the subject. It 
is a duty we owe to state the reasons 
why we have disbelieved in future 
misery. Educated under the w ings of 
an Episcopal Church, and possessing 
the advantages of company called 
pious, it would naturally be supposed 
that their tenets possessing all the 
strength of first impression, would be 
deeply rooted, but afraid of attaching 
to the character of God, cruelty that 
would disgrace man’s, we buried with 
the infallibility of popes, the dragons 
tail of priestcraft; and permit us also 
to add that the smile of religious 
friends sunk with it, and has _ never 
risen but when w ‘orldly interest usurp- 
ed prejudice. ‘The Volume of Nature 
is one of our text books, it is in the 
hands of ev ery man, it contains no line 
on which opinions split, but is the 
union of all beings and of all ages—w« 
mav find on its page the stars of hea- 
ven, but in vain would we seek for the 
regions of hell; we canread ou tts title 
that God is good unto all, and his ten- 
der mercies are over all his works, but 
never can we find the terror of eterna! 
damnation. If future punishmei ¢ Is 
true, then would a just God have tld 


* Ifthe reader will atic nd to the continuation 
ofthe dial gue, alluded to above, he will receive 





much light on this subject.—Ep. 
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man of it; but our race having never 
received such a warning, we disbelieve 
the thing asserted. In opposing us T. 
has not shewn any licentious conse- 
quence attached to our ideas, and ad- 
mits that if Z’s account of the scrip- 
ture doctrine, on this subject, is true, 
then his (T’s) position is untenable. 
Let us then with solemnity unfold the 
revelation, and see what doctrine it 
favours. 

1. In Gen. iv. we have an account of 
a crime which pleads no excuse, in the 
first stage of society ; man, in cold, 

remeditated murder, sullies the wor- 
ship of his God ; the blood of a brother 
ealls from the ground. Is nothere an 
opportunity tor threatening future woe 
if such there is? Yet how far from it; 
ha fugitive and a vagabone shalt thou 
be in the earth,” is all the punishment 
denounced. 

2. Gen. vil. The flood swept off the 
wicked, but is there any thing said of 
i woe? 

. Gen. xiv. Sodom and Gomorrah 
are viele oyed, yet can we find that they 
are punished 1 in futurity ? 

4. Exod. xx. Here are the com- 
mandments given, and the consequen- 
ces of transgression—if future punish- 
ment was Intended, we have no account 
of it, and it would have been threat- 
ened, if true. 

5. Numb. xiv. When the Israelites 
incurred the sore displeasure of Deity, 
the only threat was: “ Your carcasses 
shall fall in the wilderness.” 

These are a few, but sufficient in- 
stances to shew that future punishment 
is nota scripture doctrine. 
say future, be it understood, as after 
natural death. Time prevents any 
more remarks at present, but Z. enga- 
ges to defend when attacked, and, as 
long as the Messenger continues open 
for investigation, will continue tolé 
write, whether opposed or not. He de- 
pends not on critics for existence, and 
possibly may live as the last letter in 
the alphabet, when H. has ceased to 
aspirace, and C. been driven from re- 
flecti ing. a. 

O 





Notre.—It is very desirable that our 
much respected Corre spond: nts will 
hot so far lose sight of the su ject in 
debate, as tu write in any other spirit} 
than that which becomes the Gospel of 


When we J 
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Christian Messenger. 


Philadelphia, Saturday, April 15, 1820. 
DIVINE JUSTICE. 


(Concluded from our last number.) 

We now come to a portion of the 
doctor’s arguments to which we can 
‘cordially subscribe. 

“Since, therefore, Jehovah treats]; 
évery man according to the degree of 
his criminality in recompensing tribula- 
tion to him, we conclude, that the 
punishment of the wicked is just. 

“To our doctrine of the equity of God 
in graduating his scale of punishment 
for each sinner, according to the parti- 
cular criminality of each, it will be 
objected, that we represent the future 
punishment of the wicked to be znter- 
minable; and it will be demanded, 
what justice is there in the infliction of 
an iifinite penalty for the finite trans- 
gression of a finite creature? We 
shall have repeated to us the interroga- 
tion of Pope, omitted in all the late 
editions of his Universal Prayer, 


“ Can sins of moment bear the rod 
Of unextinguished fires, 
And that offend great nature’s God, 
Which nature’s self inspires ?” 


“¢ Vindicate the ways of God if you 
can,” it will be said, “ and at the same 
time maintain the eternity of hell-tor- 
ments.” 

“ We resort not to the usual mode of 
defending the propriety of the everlast- 
ing punishment of the wicked, by alle g- 
ing, that God is an infinite being, that sin 
being committed against him is an in- 
‘nite evil, and that, therefore, it de- 
mands an infinite punishment ; because 
we do not believe the reasoning cor- 
rect. On the contrary, sin is the trans- 
gression of the law, or want of 
n|conformity to it, in a finite creature ; 
and since @ finite cause cannot pro- 
duce an infinite effect, the sinfulness of 
each man must be a finite evil, meas- 
ureable by law, and punishable only 
according to that rule. Our most stre- 
nuous opponents contend for nothing 
more than this ;—that every sin is 00- 
jectively infinite ; w hile they allow that 
it is sndjectively finite. The odject 
against which it 1s committed, even 
God, is znfinite, say they, and therefore, 

sin 1s an infinite evil: but in itself, if 
you speak of the suwdyect as it is, sin is 
finite. Now we speak of sin as the 
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subject ot our proposition ; and we at- 
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firm that every sin, in itself, is finite. 
It would be as proper to say, that every 
creature of God is infinite; and that 
every work of the Almighty is an in- 
finite work, as that any one sin is an 
infinite thing : for if you consider a 
horse in relation to his infinite Creator, 
you may say, that objectively the horse 
is infinite, but subjectively finite. A 
gnat is related, as a creature, to its 
infinite Creator, and so may be called, 

objectively, an infinite work. Yet we 
speak of things, as they are in them- 
selves, or we should do it, when we 
attempt to discribe them: we will not 
therefore call any sin infinite, until the 
common law of language renders it 
proper to say, that this world is an in- 
finite world ; that all the fishes; are 
infinite fishes ; and that crabs, clams 
winkles, flies, mites, are znfinite ani- 
mals. 

“‘ Were any one sin absolutely infinite, 
that one sin never could be equitably 
punished, even should the transgressor 
never violate the law in any other in- 
stance ; for the sinner never could have 
suffered so much, but that a little more 
might be added to the aggregate of his 
suffering; and so long as any thing could 
be added to his punishment, it would 
be less than infinite: that is, it would be 
less than it deserves; and of course, 
at ne given point in the ages of eterni- 
ty could it be truly said, God has just- 
ly and perfectly punished that one sin. 
If then sin is infinite, God can ne- 
ver be perfectly just in punishing 
any one offence; for it must al- 
ways deserve something more than 
he has inflicted ; for it deserves infinite 
punishment ; and any thing that can 
be augmented, is not absolutely in- 
finite.” 

“ Again, if any one sin is infinite, 
and deserves infinite punishment, the 
Deity can never punish more than one 
sin, in any one man; for one sin deserves, 
by the supposition, all the punish- 
ment God can inflict, for nothing short 
of this is infinite punishment. The 
punishment of one sin, therefore, must 
exhaust all the resources of divine 
wrath; and none can remain for the 
punishment of any other sin.”’ 

** We challenge the world to show 
from the Bible, that any one s:n Is in 
itself an infinite thing. FE liphas indeed 
asks Job, * Is not thy w ickedness great? 
and thine iniquities infinite?” Fob 
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thing which Eliphaz said of Job, how-|dured in half that time; but the full 


ever, for truth; for Jehovah proved|cup of bitterness he was under a mor- 


that many of Kis assertions were false. 


This was an extravagant accusation; 


and Henry well says, on the passage, 


“ Strictly taken, nothing i is infinite but}relinquishing the salvation of sinners 


God.” 


These arguments appear to us to be 
very conclusive, and we wish to make 
no further comment upon them than to]served only 


give them our cordial approbation. 


But we now come to something not so 


congenial to our sense of propriety. 


“It is granted, that ‘every sin de- 


serveth God’s wrath and curse, both 
in this life, and that which is to come,’ 
but this is not an assertion, that it de- 
serveth an znfinite punishment.” The 
doctor well says “ It is granted:” for 
had he not granted it, it would have 
been impossible for him, or any one 
else, to prove what he has granted. 
Again. 

‘Sin is of such a nature, and every 
sin deserves so much punishment, that 
it is suitable for God to punish it both 
here and hereafter, until he has inflict- 
ed the last jot of merited penalty.” 

If sin exist hereafter, it will undoubt- 
edly be punished hereafter, otherwise 
not; for sin cannot be punished where 
it does not exist. But when sin has}! 
rg ed “the last jot of merited penal- 

” the punishment of that sin, accord- 
sa to strict justice, must cease. Ac- 
cording to the principle, therefore, 
laid down by the doctor himself, he 
must first prove endless sin before he 
can admit the justice of endless misery. 
For, unless it be infinite, the more it is 
extended in duration, it is lessened in 
degree: and both in degree and dura- 
tion must be limited, or else God can 
never punish the sinner “until he has 
inflicted the last jot of merited penal- 
ty.” - 

* According to this principle, Christ 
Jesus, in a little more than thirty-three 
years, endured what the counsels 
of the godhead deemed a satisfaction 
to divine justice for all the sins of all 
the Lord’s people. He endured a 
mighty weight of grief, but all his 
tears were put in the bottle, and all the 
sighs of his heart were weighed. He 
endured not one whit more, not one 
whit less, than justice demanded in 


behalf of allthe ransomed of the Lord. 
It is easy to apprehend, that he might 
have been sixty-six years in suffering 


al necessity of drinking, and the Fa- 
ther who heard him alwavs, could not 
possibly remove it from him, without, 


and all the glory of his grace.” 
Wonderful people indeed! “ The 
sins of ALL THE Lorp’s PEOPLE,” de- 
what one man “endured, 
in alittle more than thirty-three years !” 
and during thirty years of which, and|. 
perhaps more, the sufferings we may 
suppose were not more than the suf- 
ferings of men in general. 
We do not agree to the principle on 
which salvation is here predicated ; but, 
according to this principle, if Dr. E. 
could see it just for Jesus to * taste 
death for every man,” in the same 
sense that he died for the elect, he 
would be a Universalist, though not on 
the system in which we believe, but on 
the system of what is called ‘ Calvin- 
ism Improved,” as set forth by Dr. 
Huntington. 
We now come to the doctor’s closing 
remarks. 
‘To regenerate, justify, sanctify, and 
glorify all those for whom Jesus gave 
hiniself aransom, is a matter of justice 
in God :—of justice to his son, while 
the provision of sucha Saviour Is grace 
to sinners.” 
If, therefore, Dr. E. could believe 
the scripture, which saith, “ ‘Fhe man 
Christ Jesus gave himself a ransom for 
ALL, to be testified in due time ;”’ he 


glorification of the whole human race,} 
“for whom Jesus gave himself a ran-| 
som, Is a matter of justice in God.” 

“ Had Jesus endured the penalty 
due to every sin of ev ery man, then 
every man, as a matter of justice to 
the Redeeiner, would have been saved 
from wrath, through him.’ 

Since Jesus “by the grace of God 
tasted death for every man,” what is!5 
the reason that he did not endure “ th re | 
penalty due to every sin of every man,’ 
as much as he did the penalty due to 
any sin of any man ?—for he is not only 
“the propritation for our sins,” but al- 
so, “ for the sins of the whole world.” 
1 John ii. 2. 

“ Universal salvation and universal 
atonement ought to be inseparably con- 
nected in the minds of all who would 
be consistent theologians.” 


_ THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 


would believe that the regeneration and|* 


iracter of the tempter. 


land heat. 


abfe from the scriptures as that there 
is any atonement made for sin: yea, 
there is not a single passage on the 


Christ which limits the benefits thereof 
to any part of the human race. 

“ But, justice, and nothing but justice 
to them that perish; and justice and 
and mercy harmonizing in the salva. 
tion of all tor whom Christ died, even 
of all who will ever believe in his na; e, 
are fundamental articles in our creed, ” 

We contend that justice, in God, ne 
ver operates to the exclusion of mercy, 
nor mercy to the exclusion of justice ; 
but all the divine attributes harm onize 
together 1 in the salvation of man. Yea, 
if “justice and mercy harmonize in 
the salvation of all for whom Christ 
died,” they harmonize in the salvation 
of all men; for it is as clear that he 
died for all as it is that he died for 


any. Isa. lin.6. 2 Cor. v. 14, 15. 1 
Tim. ii. 6. Heb. ii. 9. 
O 





The communication of ***, direct. 
ed to the editor, is gratefully received, 
and in censideration of which, we shall 
publish his “* Essay on the temptation 
of Christ ;” not because we t! hink it al- 
together correct, but because it throws 
some light on the subject, and, if it be 
an error, it is one that is pertectly 
harmless, and at the same time carries 
more evidence of its probability than 
the common hypothesis. 

Our correspondent, however, has 
mistaken our ideas in regard to the 
temptation, and also as to the real cha- 

We do not be- 
lieve that “ our Lord was deceived,” 
and for which reason we consider the 
adversary not ‘from without,’ but 
from within; neither can we conceive 
that the propensities of the human heart, 
until they are indulged to excess, 
any more sinful than the pain of /u- 
ger or thirst, or the sensasions of cold 
We admit that a vicious 
man may evdeavour to tempt a vir 
tuous man to commit evil; but he 
would most certainly fail in the at 
tempt, unless he could find means to 
deceive, in which case would it be true 
that the virtuous man was tempicd 
If so, we have no objection to the | ys 
pothesis of our correspondent, which 
shall appear in our next. 
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